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made to deal with undischarged bankrupt solicitors have at 
length met with success, and. the Solicitors Act, 1906 
(6 Ed, 7, c. 24), authorizes the refusal of the certificate in 
such cases. Another statute of special interest to solicitors 
is the Justices of the Peace Act, 1906 (6 Ed. 7, c. 16), 
which provides by section 3 that “a solicitor, if otherwise 
qualified, may be appointed a justice of the peace for any 
county, but it shall not be lawful for any solicitor being a 
justice, or any partner of his, to practise directly or indirectly 
before the justices for that county or any borough within the 
county.” The qualification by estate required in the case of 
gounty justices is abolished by section 1. Progress in consoli- 
dating the statute law has been made in the Alkali, &c., Works 
tion Act, 1906 (6 Ed. 7, c. 14), the Open Spaces 
Act, 1906 (c. 25), and the Dogs Act, 1906 (c. 32). . The 
difficulty in banking operations caused by Capital and Counties 
Bank v. Gordon (1903, A. C. 240) is removed by the Bills of 
‘Exchange (Crossed Cheques) Act, 1906 (6 Ed. 7, ¢. 17), and a 
hanker will be entitled to the protection of section 82 of the 
‘Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, in respect of a crossed cheque not- 
withstanding that he credits his customer’s account with the 
amount before it is collected. The legislation against corruption, 
which, we believe, was first promoted by Lord RussELt oF 
KILLowEs, now appears on the statute book in the Prevention 
of Corruption Act, 1906 (6 Ed. 7, c. 34), and the troubles in 
respect of wed of music will, it may be hoped, be put an end 
to by the Musical Copyright Act, 1906 (6 Ed. 7, c. 36). The 
Revenue Act, 1906 (6 Ed. 7, c. 20), by section 9, substitutes a 
uniform duty of ten shillings on awards for the present ad valorem 
duty,-and the rights of occupiers of moorlands in respect of 
game are extended by the Ground Game (Amendment) 
1906 (6 Ed. 7, ¢. 21). A step towards the legalization of 
marriage with a deceased wife’s sister has been taken in the 
Colonial Marriages (Deceased Wife’s Sister) Act, 1906 (6 Ed, 7, 
ce. 30), and the recognition in this country of such marriages 
between parties domiciled in a British possession where the 
marriage is legal can, as a mere matter of logic, hardly fail to be 
followed by the recognition of such marriages for all purposes. 
The Crown Lands Act, 1906 (6 Ed. 7, c. 28), contains various 
amendments of the Crown Lands Acts, 1829 to 1894, and it may 
be hoped that this is preparatory to their consolidation. The 
tBumerous statutes on the subject necessitate much investigation 
when dealings with Crown lands are in negotiation. 





Mysterious Disappearances. 

Tue MysTzxiovs disappearance of a priest, whose cure of 
souls was at Chatenay, im France, has been discussed at great 
length in the French newspapers, and the opinion is everywhere 





expressed that he has been murdered and his body carefully | 
concealed. We hear, however, that the local magistrate declines 
to aseume that a murder has been committed, and refuses to | 
take any action with the view of tracing those who have per- 

; the crime. ‘‘I cannot act until the body is discovered,” 

is reported to havesaid. “So long as the body remains 
undiscovered there is nothing to shew that a crime has been 
committed.” These words are in accordance with common 
sense and the legal procedure of all civilized countries. A 
“mysterious diseppearance” is by no means an uncommon 
covarrence, and raises no presumption of a violent death. The 
police magistrates in all large towns are familiar with stories of 
wach di s. Some of these stories are strange enough. 
The missing person is often proved to have started without warning, 
poe tg Tamed upon sudden impulse, for some remote country, his 
only object being apparently to obliterate, as far as possible, all 
traces of his former existence. Relatives whose means enable 
them to eommand the assistance of detectives sometimes succeed, 
alter a considerable interval, in tracing these fugitives, but it 
rarely happens that any satisfactory explanation is given of their 
sheence. The appetite for change and adventure urges youn 
persons of both sexes unexpectedly to leave their homes, a 
there is good reason tw believe that this feeling is shared also 
by persons who are more advanced in life. 


Solicitors and Debt Collectors. 
Tux Incorporated Law Bociety recently took proceedings 





unter the Blicitors Act, 184%, against » person for acting as an 


attorney or solicitor without being duly qualified to act. The 
defendant had undertaken to collect a debt and wrote to the 
debtor asking for payment, adding that if it were not paid 
he should be compelled to take proceedings to recover the 
same. Mr. Francis, the police magistrate who heard 
the case, considered that there was nothing in the letters 
to justify the assumption that the defendant had acted 
as a solicitor and he dismissed the charge. The result 
of these proceedings has led one of the evening papers 
to publish an account of an interview with an estate agent 
and insurance broker, in which this gentleman suggests that 
for years past solicitors ‘have been encroaching more and 
more upon work quite outside their own profession, and 
that they would like to have it established that the business of 
debt collection forms an integral part of their preserves.” Oom- 
plaint is also made that solicitors ‘‘have turned themselves 
into rent collectors and insurance brokers.” We have no wish 
to speak contemptuously of debt collectors, but we have never 
heard that their calling is an ancient one. Attorneys, on the 
other hand, have from the most remote period of our history 
been employed in the collection of debts. A large proportion of 
debtors compel their creditors to take legal proceedings to en- 
force the payment of debts, and in the days before order 14 
it was highly necessary that a qualified practitioner should take 
charge of the legal proceedings even when the defence was only 
for the purpose of delay. The establishment of county courts 
and the reform of our legal procedure has enabled accountants 
and debt collectors to act in the preliminary stages of the 
recovery of debts. But whenever the debtor turns a deaf 
ear to their threats the debt collector must withdraw, 
and the case must be transferred to a qualified 
solicitor. The legitimate profit to be obtained from a 
county court case where the defendant does not appear at the 
trial is very small, and far from thinking that solicitors have 
been trespassing on the work of accountants and debt collectors, we 
are disposed to believe that they have been rather unmindful of 
their interests and have allowed a business which is increasing 
in importance to slip from their hands. A large number of 
creditors can have no knowledge of debt collectors as a class 
and will naturally prefer the assistance of the qualified members 
of a learaed profession. In the case above referred to the 
decision of the learned magistrate seems to be very much open 
to question. 


Betting in the Streets. 


THE surEeRion courts having closed their doors for the Long 
Vacation, those who are interested in the discussion of questions 
ot law must turn their attention to the newspaper reports of 
cases before the metropolitan police magistrates and the justices 
of the peace. A point of some importance under section 23 of 
the Traffic Regulation (Metropolis) Act, 1867 (30 & 31 Vict.¢ 
134), has just arisen in the police-court at Marlborough-strest. 
The section enacts that ‘ any three or more persons assem 
together in any part of a street within the metropolis for the 
purpose of betting shall be deemed to be obstructing the street, 
and each of such persons shall be liable to a penalty not 
exceeding £5, and a constable may take into custody without 
warrant any persons who may commit such offence in view of 
such constable.” In one case the prisoner was charged with 
aiding and abetting a bookmaker named Jaquzs in assembling 
with others and causing an obstruction by betting in a street im 
Soho, and a police-constable proved that he saw a bookmaker and 
three other men receiving slips in the street, and that the prisone 
from the other side of the road said ‘‘ Look out, Jaques,” a 
all ran away. The magistrate (Mr. Denman) on these facts die 
charged the prisoner on the ground that the section could not be 
taken to have enacted that a person speaking on the other side 
of the road should be deemed to have committed the offence com 
templated by the statute. In another case where a similar 
charge was preferred and the prisoner, who was about five yeu 
from persons assembled for the purpose of betting, shou 
a warning to them to look out for the police, the magistrate gave 
a similar decision, saying that if the prisoner had been ch 
with assembling with the others for the purpose of betting them 
would have been no defence, but he was merely charged 
siding and abetting them in causing an obstruction, We 
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confess to some difficulty in following this reasoning. The 
Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1848, enacts that ‘every 
nerson who shall aid, abet . the commission of any 
offence which is punishable on summary conviction shall be 
liable to be convicted together with the principal offenders 
and to undergo the same punishment.” There seems, to say the 
least, to have been abundant evidence that the prisoners aided 
and abetted in the commission of the offence. In what manner 
were they aggrieved by a charge which was framed upon the 
actual facts, and not upon the constructive offence for which 
they were liable as principals ? The magistrate is reported to 
have said that he could not convict the prisoners of what might 
be called a technical offence of aiding and abetting in what is 
deemed to be an obstruction of the street. We can only hope 
that the matter may shortly be argued and determined upon a 
case stated for the opinion of the High Oourt. 


Extension of Time for Registering Debentures. 


Tue RECENT decision of the Court of Appeal in Re Ehrmann 
Brothers (Limited) (ante, p. 667) has natijralty raised the ques- 
tion whether any change should be made in the common form 
of order extending the time for the registration of debentures 
under section 14 of the Companies Act, 1900, and this has been 
answered in the negative by Buoxtey, J., in Re Cardiff Work- 
men’s Cottage Co. (Limited) (ante, p. 696). In Re Joplin’s Brewery 
Co. (Limited) (50 W. R. 75; 1902, 1 Ch. 79) Bvoxtey, J., 
directed the insertion in the order of a proviso that it was 
to be without prejudice to the rights of parties acquired 
before the date of actual registration; but this was done 
in analogy to the practice in regard to extension of time 
for registering bills of sale under section 14 of the Bills of 
Sale Act, 1878, and the exact effect of the proviso upon 
the rights of creditors was not defined. In Re Johnson & Co. 
(Limited) (50 W. R. 482; 1902, 2 Ch. 101) it was suggested 
by Cozens-Harpy, L.J., that the proviso would not protect 
creditors who had not taken some proceeding to obtain a charge 
or security upon the property comprised in the debentures, and 
in Re Ehrmann Brothers (supra) this view was endorsed by the 
Court of Appeal. Thus, under the ordinary proviso, the 
debentures become upon registration a valid security as against 
unsecured creditors unless such creditors have acquired a specific 
right in the property. Such a right will arise in favour of 
creditors generally if a winding up has occurred before the 
registration of the debentures (Re Abraham § Sons (Limited), 
50 W. R. 284; 1902, 1 Ch. 695); or intfavour of a particular 
creditor upon the levying of an execution. This being so, it was 
necessary in Re Cardiff Workmen's Cottage Co*¢Limited) (supra) 
to consider whether any modification ought to be introduced with 
a view to further protecting unsecured creditors, and Buck ey, J., 
held that under ordinary circumstances—that is, apparently, 
where the company is not in financial embarrassment — no 
modification was needed. He seems to have been led to this 
conclusion by the consideration that the company might them- 
selves get over the difficulty by cancelling the unregistered 
debentures and issuing new ones, the only danger being that 
this might be open to attack as a fraudulent preference if a 
winding up was imminent. Under the circumstances of the 
case the learned judge thought that the order might go without 
the insertion of special words, notwithstanding that it had been 
decided that it aid not protect the unsecured creditor. 


Book Debts and Bills Receivable. 


_ AN InrsrestING point as to the treatment of bills receivable 
in ascertaining the book debts of a business was considered b 
Wanarveron, J., in the recent case of Dawson v. Isle (1906, 1 Ch. 
683). An agreement for the sale of shares in a company made 
the purchase price depend upon the amount of the Book debts 
of the company as on the 27th of February, 1905. On the 22nd 
of February the company received a bill for £600 in the 
ordinary way of trade for goods sold and delivered, and on the 
same day it was handed to the bank, It was the practice for the 
yey in this manner to hand to its bankers bills of exchange 
from its customers, and for the bankers to discount them. 
On the present occasion the actual discounting was not done till 
® of February. On that day the bankers credited the 
company’s account in its pass bock with the amount of 





the bill, and on the same date debited the account with 
the discounting charges. The question was whether, on 
the 27th of February, the bill was to be treated as a book debt, 
or whether it was either cash in hand or at the bankers, and so 
not to be taken into account as a book debt im arriving at the 
ne price of the shares. Now, the process with regard to 
ills receivable is matter of ordinary routine. The bill is 
entered in the customer’s ledger account to his credit, and, to 
that extent and for the of that account, the book debt 
is extinguished. But the bill appears also in the bills recejv- 
able account, and as it represents a liability of the customer, there 
seems to be no reason why it should not in that account rank as a 
book debt. A decision to this effect was given in Re Stevens (1888, 
W. N. 110, 116), and has been followed by Wanerneron, J.; 
= the =, beak the peste course, as aoa the bill was 
iscoun y the ion was ; it ceased to 
be a debt due to the company, while, on the other hand, the 
roceeds had gone into its cash account. “If the banker,” said 
rd EcrensorovuaGsH in Giles v. Perkins Aes p- 14), “‘ discount 
the bill or advance money upon the it of it, that alters the 
case; he then acquires the entire pro in it, or has a lién on 
it pro tanto for his advance.” But this only follows upon the 
actually discounting. It is not enough that the bill has been 
indorsed and handed to the banker for the of discount- 
ing. Such an indorsement, Warrineron, J., held, was not an 
absolute indorsement intended to pass the property to the 
bankers at the moment, but an indorsement which was intended 
to make the bill discountable, and only to pass the property 
upon the bill being discounted’ Consequently, under the circum- 
stances, the bill remained at the critical date a book debt due to 
the company. 


Mr. Choate and the Election of Justices in 
New York. 

Tue rotLowmne extract from the New York Tribune with 
regard to the election of justices of the Supreme Court of New 
York will be read with interest by those who remember a 
former Ambassador from the United States to this country: 
“Tt was said yesterday that Joszpn H. Cuoars is one of the 
lawyers in frequent conference with reference to po re | ing a 
union non-partizan ticket for Supreme Court justices this > 
The English friends of Mr. Coarse will hope that his exertions 
may be attended with success. 








Bennett 


The Doctrine of Lawes v. 
and the Decision in Woodall v. 
Clifton. 


Tue point unquestionably decided by the Court of Appeal in 
Woodall vy. Clifton (1905, 1 Ch. 257) is that a covenant giving 
an option of purchase of the reversion on a lease is not a cove- 
nant the burden of which runs with the reversion (see enfr, 


vol, 49, p. 740). It may, however, be gathered from the 
decision that the court considered that such an option, if limited 
as regards perpetuity, is enforceable against owner of the 
reversion for the time being, not as a covenant the 
burden of which runs with the reversion, but a: drding 
the land in the hands of the heirs or assigns of the 
original lessor, or, in other the land must be 
considered subject to limitations which the lessee 
or his assigns has an estate or interest in the land: Zeeden and 
South- Western Railway Co. v. Gomm (20 Ch. D. 562); see, how- 
ever, Manchester Ship Canal Ceo. v. Manchester Racecourse Ce. 
(1900, 2 Ch, 362; 1901, 2 Oh. $7). 

Has the decision that the covenant is not one the burden 
of which runs with the reversion “< result in — to 
the — e comm known as the rule in . 
Bennett (1 Cox 167), Shortly stated reed creme gh oes twa 
certain exceptions), that where a lessee has an option of pur. 
chase of the freehold reversion, and exercises it after the 
death of the leasor, then as between the real and 
re erty ed Powe Be Bi can BOR 
to have been converted by a contract @ by the teasdr, subject 
to the right of the heir er devieee to the rents until the option is 
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exercised, Lawes v. Bennett stands, as Curry, J., said in Re 
Teaacs (1894, 3 Ch. 506), as a landmark and has stood the test 
of time. Though the cage may be an anomaly in the principles 
of conversion, it is too late now to question it unless it can be 
shewn that the case was decided in view of some fundamental 
misconception. However, the decision that the covenant giving 
the option to purchase is not one which runs with the reversion— 
dbo that the covenant is a personal covenant—introduces an 
ent into the consideration of Lawes y. Bennett which has not 
been hitherto available. 
Let us consider the facts in Lawes v. Bennett: W1TTERWRONGE 
granted a lease to Dovetass for seven years, and on the lease an 
at (mot under seal) was indorsed that if Dovcias should 
the term, and before a time named, be saree oerapee 
itance of the premises at a certain price, and should 
give notice of his intention to Wirrenwroncs, WITTERWRONGE 
would convey them to him for thatsum. There was no mention 
of the heirs or assigns of Wirrerwronce or of Dovuctas. 
Dovaias assigned the lease to Water with the benefit of this 
agreement. ITTERWRONGE died before notice to exercise the 
; was given, and by his will, dated after the option, gave 
his real estate to Bewwert, and gll his personal estate to 
Buxserr and his sister Mary equally. The testator appointed 
Bzuxert and Many joint executors, but it does not appear that 
Many proved. Within the limited time, but after the death of 
Wrirzrwroncz, Watizr exercised the option of purchase, 
and Bxwxerr, in express pursuance of his testator’s contract, 
conveyed the premises to Wattzr. The decision of Lord 
Kzsyon was that the contract related back and effected a 
conversion, so that the purchase-money was part of the personal 
estate of Wirrznwronagz, and therefore that Mary was entitled 
to one moiety of it. It seems clear that it was never doubted 
that the covenant giving the option ran with the reversion, and 
was not a mere covenant. ‘‘ Wirrzrwnones (the lessor) 
was bound by this agreement, therefore Bznwerr, his devisee, 
was bound by it,” argued counsel for the plaintiff (p. 169), and 
counsel for the defendant appeared to be equally clear as to 
the enforceability of such a contract against the representa- 
tives of the testator. It was not suggested in the case 
that there was a mere covenant as in Fawcett 
and Holmes’ Contract (42 D. 150). It may be observed, 
however, that Bexxzrr had been applied to and had executed 
the conveyance in express pursuance of the contract, but it seems 
to have been re i that, as Mary was nota party to the 
deed, no question of estoppel arose. At all events, the case was 
not decided as one of estoppel, and has since always been treated 
as deciding « general principle. 
Bedwell (1808, 14 Ves. 591) Lord Expoy, 
facts in Lawes v. Bennett (then unreported ) 
his own, followed the decision, saying in 
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Further, the right of the lessee or his assigns to enforce the 
option can, it is submitted, now only be based upon the doctring 

t the lessee or his assigns have an equitable interest in the land, 
enforceable against the legal owner, the devisee, because he 
takes either with notice of it or as a volunteer. The deviseg 
takes the land as an assign with the burden of the option 
attaching to it. It is not the testator’s contract which is carried 
out as a contract so as to effect a conversion, but a right in the 
nature of an incumbrance is enforced against the land in the 
hands of the devisee. The doctrine of Lawes v. Bennett is not, 
it is believed, looked upon with favour by the courts, and it is 
apparently still o to them to hold that the decision in 

oodall y. Clifton abolished the doctrine altogether. 








Title Deeds as Security. 


Ir comes rather as a surprise to find that it has been held by a 
majority of the Court of Appeal (VavaHan Wiitiams and 
Romer, LJJ., Cozens-Harpy, L.J., diss.) in Swanley Cog 
Co. v. Denton (reported elsewhere) that an assignment of title 
deeds made upon the occasion of a loan creates no charge upon 
the land to which they relate. The question arose in conse 
quence of the inclusion in the schedule to a bill of sale, together 
with certain personal chattels and furniture, of the assignment 
of the lease of the premises upon which they were and of the 
muniments of title referred to in the assignment. If the assign. 
ment of these title deeds was to be treated simply as an 
assignment of chattels, then the schedule constituted mo 
a ag from the statutory form of bill of sale, and the bill of 

e was valid. Of this opinion was the county court judge 
before whom the question first came, and of this opinion, 
too, are the majority of the Court of Appeal. It appears # 


be founded upon the consideration that title deeds are, asa | 


matter of property, separable from the land, and, as authori 
for this, reference was made to Barton v. Gainer (3 H. & N. 387 

In that case railway mortgages were handed over with the 
intention of making a gift, but the donor did not complete the 
gift by executing the necessary deed of transfer. It was 
after his death although the gift of the mortgage debt was 
ineffectual, yet the donor was entitled to any advantage he 
might obtain by holding the mortgages against the donor's 
executor. And a similar decision was given by the Court of 
Appeal in Rummens v. Hare (1 Ex. D. 169), where a policy of 
insurance had been handed over without assignment. Altho 
the donee was not entitled to recover the policy-moneys, yet 
was entitled to hold the policy. “This,” said Lord Carns, 0, 
“is one of those cases in which the plaintiff may not be able 
recover the document, which is the evidence of the debt, while 
the person who holds that evidence may not be able to recover 
the debt itself.” In the similar case of Searle vy. Law (15 Sim 
95), on the other hand, it was held by Suapwett, V.O., that the 
donee, since he had no beneficial interest in the securities, which 
were turnpike bonds, ought to hand back the evidence of title— 
i¢., the bonds—to the donor’s executor; a decision which 
Mexisu, L.J., in Rummens y. Hare (supra) explained by saying 
that the donee only claimed the bonds on the ground that he 
had a beneficial interest under them, so that the question as # 
his mere right of detention was not raised. 

An in ing variation on the above cases occurred in & 
Richardson (30 Oh, D. 396), where an equitable mortgage 
deposit of a deed attempted to pass his interest by a parol 
accompanied by delivery of the deed. The deposit had bee 
originally ele with a bank, and the mortgagor's executor 
pad off the bank out of bis own moneys and took up the deed. 

t was alleged that he had handed it to his nephew, saying 
“ Now, gre my boy, thou comest of ag> this day, and 1 
thee this , and the whole of the money I have paid # 
redeem it, and I thou wilt take care of it.” The dono 
died intestate, and his administrators sought to recover the 
from the nephew. Not unnaturally he attempted to retain 
upon the iple of Barton y. Gainer. Thus, though he w# 
not entitled to the money secured, yet he would be at liberty # 


make such advantage as he could out of possession of the 
But the Court of Appeal drow distinction based upon i 
‘nature of an equitable charge by deposit, 


The charge 
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depended for its existence upon possession of the deed, 
and it was impossible, therefore, to separate the charge 
from the possession of the deed; in other words, it 
could not said that the charge was vested in the 
donor’s administrators and the deed was vested in the donee. 
“The possession of the deed,” said Lord Esusr, M.R., “‘ under 
these circumstances gives the person who has it a peculiar 
equitable right. It does not constitute a lien, or give the 

n who has it any special property therein. It constitutes 
nothing but an equitable charge, and therefore age cannot 
transfer the deed if you cannot transfer the equitable charge.” 
The equitable charge had not passed by the parol gift; neither, 
therefore, had the right to the deed. Similarly Baaaatxay, L.J., 
said that since the donee could not dispute the right of the 
donor’s administrators to the beneficial interest in the equitable 
mortgage, the endeavour on his part “to say that that right 
does not apply to the possession of the deed which is the 
indication of the right must fail, for it is not possible to separate 
the possession of the deed from the right to the beneficial interest 
under the equitable mortgage.” 

Thus the decision in Re Richardson did not in any way 
impugn the principle of Barton v. Gainer. It was based solely 
upon the peculiar nature of an equitable charge by deposit. 

e charge depended on possession of the deed, and the title 
to the charge and the right to such possession were inseparable. 
In the case of a debenture or a mortgage deed this quality of 
inseparability does not exist, and it is possible for the title to 
the cae or mortgage debt to be in one person and the 
right to hold the paper or parchment which constitutes the 
evidence of that title to be in another. Consequently in the 
resent case of Swanley Coal Co. v. Denton the majority of the 
bourt of Appeal held that the assignment of the 
tile deeds by the bill of sale passed the deeds as 
chattels simply, and did not create any charge upon the 
leasehold interest comprised in them. But in the opinion of the 
Divisional Court and of Cozens-Harpy, L.J., this overlooked the 
intention of the parties as it was to be gathered from the 
nature of the bill of sale. Like Vavenan Wiiuiams, LJ., 
Cozens-Harnpy, L.J., treated the question as purely one of 
the construction of that document, but he did not agree with 
the ey at ag that, since it only purported to assign 
the title deeds, it shewed no further intention than to transfer 
them as chattels without any relation to the interest in land 
which they represented. A person who is entitled to hold a deed, 
although he has no interest in what the deed represents, may, as 
suggested in Barton v. Gainer, be able to get some advantage 
out of it. But this is only by inflicting inconvenience upon the 
person really entitled, and that is not the kifid of advantage 
which is likely to be offered or taken as security. When upon 
the occasion of a loan the borrower offers deeds as security, 
whether he deposits them, or whether he assi them so that 
in certain events the lender will be entitled to have possession of 
them, the inference appears to be irresistible that he intends to 
create a charge on the property comprised in the deeds. Such 
charge, accordingly, Cozans-Harpy, L.J., held to have been 
created, and since the bill of sale was not confined to personal 
chattels, it was void as to the personal chattels comprised in it. 
As we have said, however, the majority of the court arrived at 
40 Opposite conclusion, and it must for the present be taken that 
0 assignment of title deeds carries the d merely as chattels, 
even though it is made as security for a loan. 








The Lord Chief Justice (Lord Alverstone) entertained over fifity of the 
members of the Royal Courts of Justice staff at his country house at Cran- 
leigh, near Guildford, on Friday the 17th inst. 

At the Mansion House, on Tuesday, says the Times, Alderman Sir David 
Evans, the presiding magistrate, in dealing with the case of a man charged 
= causing an obstruction in a Gity thoroughfare by assembling with others 

the yey sao betting, referred to the oon ted | tion on the 
subject of betting. The defendant, he had been eight times 
convicted of a similar offence, He had no power, wever, 
Under the law as it at tatood to fine him more than &5. Ifthe had the 
Breet te do more he should exercise it, The only thing to stop men of this 
. was an Act of Parliament which would invest trates with power 
deal with such cases by commitment, Such an Act been oontem- 
many years, and a Bill on the subject was now before Parlia- 

Ment, and there. wasa likelihood of ite becoming law, He fined the 

t £5, ‘The fine was {immediately paid, 





Cases of the Week. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 


Re W. H. WRIGHT. 22nd Aug. 
Bat. 


Application to admit to bail. A summons under rule 305 of the Crown 
Offices Rules had been served on the justices of Lydney, in the county of 
Gloucester, calling on them to shew cause why they should not 
prisoner to bail. This had come on for hearing before the jadge in 
chambers, but was adjourned to this court in uence of recent 
observations by the Lord Chancellor as to cases affecting liberty of the 
subject being heard in open court. The charge i the prisoner was 
one of embezzlement. He was engaged to a Hancock, a cook, 
and they had decided that they would go to Canada, the marriage 
being fixed for July. As her contribution to the of the tickets 
she had handed him £5. Su tly the had become 
attached to a French lady, and engagement with Miss Hancock 
was broken off. He did not, pe ae Saude the pe No charge 
was preferred by Miss Hancock, and though asked police to pruse- 
atathe had refused todo so. ‘fhe prisoner was arrested, and committed 
for trial to the Gloucester Assizes, which would not be held until November 
next. Bail was refused. It was urged that he was a man of irreproachable 
character. When arrested he had £40n him. It was now urged on his 
behalf that it would be a tragedy if he were kept in prison until November, 
especially as he had a fair chance of acquittal on his trial, and reference 
was made to the recent circular letter of the Home Secretary on the subject 
of bail. Affidavits were produced to the effect that no risk would be 
incurred of the prisoner evading trial. It was contended that notice of 
the summons should have been served on the prosecutrix, bat no rule to 
that effect existed, only a statement in Short & Mellor’s Crown Office 
Practice. This passage was not supported by authority. 

Svurron, J., said that service on the trix was necessary, and he 
should grant the order, subject to proof of such service, on terms which he 
would announce on Thursday.—Counsexr, H. M. Sturges. Soxscrror, 
C. T. Courtney Lewis. 

[Reported by W. L. L. Bert, Eag., Barrister-at-Law.) 


In the Matter of THE DOCUMENT ENTITLED LLOYD'S MOTOR-CAR 
POLICY. 22nd Aug. 


Copyricut—VacatTion Busrvess. 


Motion to rectify the register of the Stationers’ Com . The appli- 
cant, Arthur John Whitcombe, an underwriter at Lloyd, haa drawn = 
form of motor-car insurance policy, copies of which he had put upon t 
market and sold under the name of "s Motor-car Policy. Shortly 
after he had done so he had seen a poli 
motor-car policy underwritten by a 
respondent, a Mr. Godwin. He found that Mr. Godwin was registered 
Stationers’ Hall as the proprietor of 
the register should be rectified by reapondent bei 
expunged therefrom. [Svrrox, J., asked how this was vacation business. 
The case of The Little Duchess (8 T, L. R. 41), also a copyright case, which 
had been heard in vacation, was cited. 

Svrron, J., said he was very clear that this was 
motion must stand until second motion day next sittings, the respondent 


Sourcrrons, Thomas Cooper ¢ Co.; W. A. Crump $ Son. 
{Reported by W. L. L. Bart, Bsq., Barrister-at-Law.) 








Cases of Last Sittings. 


Court of Appeal. 
SWANLEY COAL CO. ». DENTON. No. 2. Ist and Ind Aug. 
But or Sace—Assionnanr or Tires Desns—Ps at Cuarre:s—Bevrr- 
ants Cuaner on Lanp—Bruts or Sane Acr (1878) Ammxawantr Act, 2 
(45 & 46 Vier, c. 43), 8. & 
—e was en copes) — ooo “no. Divisional Court se 
verstone, C.J., and K Ridley, JJ.) reversing a decision 
Dertlond, The plaintiffs were i 





county court judge at ereditors of the 
defe: t, who was the of the Lion Hotel, Farningham, and 
had recovered judgment against him in the county court and pat in exece- 
tion. A claim was made by Gillespie, the present wader a bill 
of sale, The claim was < ted by the plaintiffs, and 


was dated the Sth of January, 1 and was duly registered on the 
following day. It was in favour the Oharing Cress Rank, from 
whom it was to Gillespie in December, 1904. By the 
bill af aale, Denton, as » a consideration of £300, 

to the mor * all and the several chattels and 

apecifically desoribed in the ached@tle hereto annexed new belg 
Ag Rg Engg oy FM. , RE 
Lion Hotel, Fara . a the county of Kent, Qy way of seourity 


| 
! 


for the payment the sum of and 

rate of S50 per cent, per annem.” Bhe Di of sale contained 
power of sale, and the schedule referred to eet out 

chattele and furniture, and then came : 
the W4th of January, 1002 (Detween Walter Raward Lovegrove and Baward 
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Richard Lovegrove of the first and second P omy and the grantor of this 
bill of sale, Edmund Basil Denton, of third part), of lease (dated 
the 13th of November, 1891) of the said Lion Hotel, Farningham, Kent, 
aforesaid, and all the muniments of title referred to in the said assign- 
The county court judge held that the title deeds were merely 
= chattels,” and that the inclusion of them in the schedule to the 
l of sale did not avoid the same. He accordingly gave judgment for the 
claimant. The plaintiffs, the execution creditors, appealed to the 
Divisional Court, who reversed the decision of the county court judge and 
entered judgment for the plaintiffs. The claimant appealed. 
Tue Cocrt (Vaccnan Wits and Romer, L.JJ., Cozens-Hanrpy, 
L.J., dissenting) allowed the oppeel 
PE enn hake yee mt : ae question is whether a bill of sale given 
secure a loan is a of sale or not. If the security included a 
chattel interest in land, it is not arguable but that the bill ay! sale is void, 
but if, on the other hand, it includes only personal chattels, it is a good bill 
of sale. The decision of the Divisional Court seems, in substance, to be 
based on Cochrane v. Entwistle (38 W. BR. 587, 25 Q. B. D. 116). 
case, however, the bill of sale pndoubtedly dealt with an interest in land 
of the nature of a chattel real, and it is not an authority in the present case 
at all, because in the it case the whole question is whether on the 
true construction of the bill of sale an interest in land as distinguished 
from an interest in chattels is given as part of the security. In construing 
this bill of sale it is necessary to look at the bill of sale as a whole to 
ascertain the intention of the grantor and the grantee as gree in the 
document. It was argued that the inclusion of these title deeds in the 
schedule shews that the intention of the 
grantee a charge on the land to which the related. Now, supposing the 
opal ag gone to a court of equity and asked to have this document 
it with, by declaration or otherwise, as creating an equitable charge on 
land, there would have been a complete answer to the claim that, 
looking at the words of the document, it was manifest that the intention 
of both and grantee was not to create a charge upon the land, 
but simply to create a security upon the subject-matter of the charge 
iteelf. One consequence of this bill of eale being treated in equity as a 
charge upon the land would be that the grantee could get an order for 
sale. But it is quite unnecessary for the grantee to get any order for sale 
the document in question-eontains an express power for the 
A sell that which is intended te be the subject-matter of the 
security after the expiration of five days from the date of seizure or taking 
possession. An argument was based on the fact that the grantee had 
taken possession of the deed, and it was said that the i 
possession was contemporaneous with the bill of sale. But there 
is mo evidence of the circumstances in which this was done, and 
the construction of the document. 


ies really was to give the 


F 


4 


| 


| 


been said that the document did not represent the real transaction between 
the parties, this fact would have been most material, but no such case has 
been made. Then it was said that the document ought not to be read in 
this way because a lease is so far realty that the assignment of this lease 
and other muniments ought to be read as intended to give an interest in 
land. Thst might have been s strong argument if it had been a true 
of law that documents of title could not be severed from the 

which was the subject-matter of those documents, but the decision in 
Barton v. Gainer (3 H. & N. 387) is an authority to the contrary. Taki 
all these matters into consideration, I am of opinion that the decision of 
the Divisional Court cannot be supported, that the appeal must be 


Bourz, LJ., delivered judgment, agreeing with Vaughan Williams, 


Cozess-Hazvr, L_J., thought that the decision of the Divisional Court 
Was right, and that the bill of sale was void because it included something 
whick was not 2 personal chattel. His lordship i 

upon the construction of the document iteelf. If it was a fact 
deeds were handed over contem y with the execution 

y Snr se ware Spr ea the transaction was not that 
disclosed by the bi of eale, but he put that on one side. In 
this transaction was 2 loan, it was an assignment of the 
Se es was of soonelig for money lent, and 
er to seize and take the property comprised in the 
pn Be A aed he oor reg Regd en poner i of a 
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44, VA.  Asliiifs Cham Lrewery Limited) (The Crown), 
Brewery Tinie) (The Hard and Byear),—tn ous report of 
(ants, y. O84) the names of the shicitors tor one of the 
have been given as Mesers, Nash, Field, & Co. 
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En Commandite Partnerships. 


‘'ne recent jreport of the Company Law Amendment Committee contaiy 
the following observations on En Commandite Partnerships : 

There seems some reason to think that the en commanditg system of 
partnership, which prevails in France, Germany, and elsewhere, migh 
with advantage be introduced into the United Kingdom. The alien 
features of that system in its simplest form are these. There isa 
ing partner, who manages the affairs of the partnership and is 
unlimited liability to creditors, and there is a sleeping partner, who 
contributes, or agrees to contribute, capital of specified amouj 
for the purposes of the partnership. His liability is limited to th 
amount of his capital and he is not allowed to take pag 
in the management of the business. Particulars, including the nam 
of the partnership, the names and addresses of the partners, and the 
capital to be contributed by the sleeping ers, are - eo 80 that 
the public may kuow the nature of the concern, and, as a further 
protection, the name, at any rate in Germany, is so framed as to indicat 
that the liability of some or one of the partners is limited. Someting 
there are several managing partners and several sleeping partners. Unde 
the Partnership Act, 1890 (in continuation of Bovill’s Act, 28 & % 
Vict. c. 86), the advance of money by way of loan to a pers 
engaged in business, on faye footing that the lender shall receive a rat 
of interest varying with the profits, or receive a share of the profits 
arising from carrying on the business, is not in itself to make the Tende 
a partner with the person carrying on the business, and advances ay 
frequently made on that footing. But experience shews that therean 
cases in which this limited provision cannot be utilized effectually, as, for 
example, where both parties desire that the advance should be made, no 
by way of making a loan, but by way of providing capital ; for the Ad 
does not extend to this. in, the Companies Act, 1867, in sections 418, 
made provision for the registration of companies somewhat on the 
principle of the en commandite partnership—that is to say, with a 
managing director or ing directors under unlimited liability, 
and the rest of the shareholders enjoying limited liability. But 
these provisions have not been le with much favour by th 
public—perhaps use regi ion as a company involved the 
on of the business with at least seven members and an absence of, the 
elasticity incident to the partnership relations. A Bill has on seven) 
occasions, and again this year, been brought before Parliament with the 


object of legalizing en commandite erships, and the committee think 
that legislation in that direction is desirable, but as the matter involvess 
in the law of partnership rather than in the law relating to joint 


stock companies, they do not consider that such legislation would find is 
proper place in a Bill for the amendment of the Companies Acts. 


New Orders, &c. 


Westminster County Court. 
82, St. Martin’s-lane, W.C., August, 1906, 
Temporary Premises during Re-building of Court and Offices 
(on present site). 
NOTICE. 

On and after the 18th of October, 1906, the Registrars’ Offices will bea 
34, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C., and the entrance to the Court House wil 
be in Portugal-street, ee a 

HRISTOPHER Rozsert Curr : 
Cuanies Exnest Ovrr, : } Registrars, 

The offices will be closed, by order of the Lord Chancellor, during the 

whole of the week ending Saturday, the 20th of October. 














Lord Loreburn, says the Globe in “ Wig and Gown,” is evidently df 
that K.C.s are numerous énough. He has not yet made a single 
addition to their ranks. le number of well-known jusion 
lied for “‘silk” shortly after Lord Loreburn’s promotion to tie 
ooleack, and the unexpected delay in granting their applications ha 
had, in some instances, rather an unfortunate result. licitors att 
alwaye doubtful about ag Sige cases to juniors who are known # 
have applied for “silk.” What makes the delay so remarkable is tht 
several of the juniors who have applied for ‘‘silk’’ have ¢ 
claims to it. It is now sbout o year and a-half since the last batch @ 
K.C.4 was ° 
Mane thon one cnnla: sonst, Sata, says the Globe in ‘‘ Wig and 
has complained of the congested state of the busipess of his court. “ 


” 


work,” said Judge Gye, in the Isle of Wight County Court a few days 
, i much more complicated and heavy, and no facilities a 
ven for carried on.” A similar statement has recently bee 
mate by Judge Parry at Manchester. Parliament bas added enormoully 
to the labour of ee rn judges without adding to their number @ 
increasing their , County court judges, at least some of them, 
have @ grievance Parliament which they are fully entifled @ 


make known, The # of the judges are not evenly distributed. 
judges held tewer than 125 sittings 1905, and nine other judges 
more than 175. Yven when allowance ls made for the greater a 
time spent on travelling in some clroults, the difference is 
striking to suggest the need for a ' redistribution of seats,"’ 
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Societies. 


International Law Association. 


The following is the programme of the arrangements made for the 23rd 
conference of the International Law Association, which will be held in the 
Chamber of Commerce at Berlin from Monday, the Ist, to Friday, the 5th 
of October next, inclusive, and at which Dr. R. Koch, Imperial Privy 
Councillor, will preside. On Monday, the let of October, at eight o’clock in 
the evening, there will be a reception of the members of the association by 
the Oberburgermeister and the City Corporation of Berlin. On Tuesda: 
morning, the 2nd of October, the conference will be formally. opened, 
addresses of welcome will be delivered, followed by the election of officers, 
the report of the executive council, and the adits of the sident. 
Papers on “‘ International Arbitration ’’ will then be read by Dr. W. Evans 
Darby, secretary of the Peace Society, London, and.Sir Thomas Barclay, 
Paris, and will be followed by papers on Neutrality: (1) ‘‘ Mines in 
Naval Wars,’’ by Dr. Von Martitz, Geheimer Justizrat, professor of 
international law at the University of Berlin; (2) “‘ Neutral Rights,’ 
by M. Gaston de Leval, advocate, adviser to the British Embassy, 
Brussels; (3) ‘‘ Visit and Search,” by Mr. J. E. R. Stephens, 
parrister, !ondon; and a paper on Territorial Waters Jurisdiction 
(Wide Bays), by Mr. A. H. Charteris, lecturer on international law at the 
University of Glasgow. The day’s proceedings will wind up with a dinner 
at the Landesausstellungspark, given by the Juristic Society, the Inter- 
national Association for Comparative Jurisprudence and Political Economy, 
and the Berlin Society of Advocates. On bby < etary the 3rd of 
October, the a piers will be read: (t)** Exemption of Private 

7 


Property at Sea,” . Justice Kennedy; (2) ‘‘ Pau Foreign 
titans,” by Dr. Victor Schneider, Sestemet: Betin; @ Security 
for Costs,” by Dr. Siegfried Goldschmidt, advocate, Berlin; (4) 
“Naturalization and Nationality (Conflict of Rules as to),’”’ by Dr. 
Emo Wittmann, Budapest. On Thursday, the 4th of Octobar; papers 
will be contributed on the Harter Act and Bills of Lading Legislation by 
Dr. F. Sieveking, President of the Hanseatic High Court of Appeal, 
Hamburg, and Mr. Justice Walton; on the Berne Railway Transport of 
Goods Convention, by Dr. von der Leyen, Berlin; and on Jurisdiction in 
Divorce, by Mr. Justice Phillimore, the president of the Association. In 
the evening the visitors will be entertained at a dinner at the Chamber 
of Commerce, given by the Berlin Chamber of Commerce, the Berlin 
Merchants’ Guild, and the Association of Banks and Bankers of 
Berlin. The business on Friday, the 5th of October, will include a 
discussion on Company Law: (1) Draft Code of Rules for the International 
Recognition of Companies: Report of Committee ; (2) Nationality of 
Uorporations, a paper by M. Georges Marais, Avocat 4 la Cour d’Appel, 
Paris; papers on General Average—(1) ‘‘ Caractére Initial ; Peril Immi- 
nent; Negligence Clause ; Cabotage et Conflit de Connaissements,’’ by 
Dr. Paul Govare, avocat, Paris; (2) ‘‘ Means to Secure Uniformity of the 
Interpretation of the York-Antwerp Rules,’ by M. Jacques Langlois, 
average adjuster, Antwerp; a paper on Trade Routes, by Commandant 
Riondel, Nantes; the report of the Committee on Foreign Judgments ; 
concluding with votes of thanks, In the evening the members of the 
association will attend a reception at the Zool Gardens by the 
Juristic and other societies of Berlin. The Reception Committee formed 
in Berlin to carry out the various arrangements includes Dr. R. Koch 
president of the Imperial Bank of Germany), the president of the Berlin 

amber of Commerce, the president of the Berlin Merchants’ (iuild, Dr. 
Felix Meyer (judge of the Prussian Court of Appeal);@. D (judge 
of the High Court, Berlin), Dr. Arthur Salomonsohn (Berlin), Dr. Victor 
Schneider, and Dr. Arnold Seligsohn. 








Obituary. 


Mr. Charles E. Howell. 


Mr, Charles E. Howell, solicitor, of Welshpool, died at his residence, 
Rhiewport, Montgomeryshire, on Sunday, the 19th inst. Mr. Howell was 
well known throughout Wales for his liberality to education and all 
charitable institutions. He was a member of the Montgomery County 
Council and of the Welshpool Town Council, filling the office of Mayor in 
1895 ; he was also a member of the University Court of Wales, and of 
other educational bodies. He was a justice of the peace for Welshpool 
and clerk to the justices for the petty sessional divisions of Lianfair 
Caereinion and Liandysilio, He was much interested in antiquarian 
pursuits, being a member of the Cambrian Archeological Association, the 

mmrodorion Society, and the Powysland Club. His public-apirited 

fts to Welsh were many; he rebuilt the bridge that crosses the 

in the main street of the town at his own se; he bought up 

— e-square, a ‘‘slum” part of the town, and handed it over to the 

ee ee - ~~ a of baths and washhouses, and he was 
lounder, wit! 8 sisters, of the cot hospital recen' 

erected in memory of Queen Victoria. — “ 


Mr. Matthew Folliott Blakiston. 


Mr, Matthew Folliott Blakiston, Clerk of the Peace for Stafford. 
shire, Clerk to the Staffordshire County Council, and Town Clerk 
of ae, died on the 20th Inat,, after a protracted illness 
At his residence, Rowley Park, Stafford, Born on the 22nd of 

Plember, 1835, he was a grandeon of Sir Matthew Blakiaton, second 
and the fourth son of the Rev. Peyton Blakiston, M.D., 


-under-sheriff fot the county, and filled other official positions. 
‘of his health had precluded his active participation in affairs for 








F.R:S., Dixie Fellow of Emmannel College, Cambridge. Having been 
admitted a solicitor in 1858, he practised at Shelton, and became Town 
Clerk of Hanley. He had been of the Peace for Staffordshire and 
Town Clerk of Stafford since 1873. Pie. Benign: wee. sine. fa © 


Hi) 


and leaves issue. 


ee 
a 


Legal News. 


Appointment. 


Mr. H. Lister Reape, solicitor, of Congleton, has been appointed Clerk 
of Indictments for the North Wales and Chester Circuit. 


ee 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions: 

Intyp Garpver and Cxaries Ciement Herwoop, solicitors (Gardners & 
Heywood), Abergavenny. Aug. 13. All-debts due to and owing by the 
said late firm will be received and paid by the said Charles Clement 
Heywood, who will continue to carry on the said business under the style 
or firm of Gardners & Heywood, 

Tuomas Aniston Danret and Atse&r Otprrevp, solicitors (Daniel & 
Oldfield), Macclesfield, and Congleton. oe | 31. All debts due to and 
owing by the said late firm will be received and paid by either of the 
parties. 

Cecit BranpraM Fretprxc Movyt and Atraep Srerer, solicitors (Mount, 
Son, & Sterry), 17, Gracechurch-street, London, E.C. June 25. All debts 
due and owing to or by the said late firm will be received and paid by the 
said Alfred Sterry ; and in future the business will be carried on by 
said Alfred Sterry at the address above mentioned. [Gaztie, Aug. 21. 


General. 


Several passive resisters, says the Deily News, were summoned on 
Tuesday, at the Library Hall, Stoke Newington, before Dr. Daly (in the 
chair), Mr. Edwin Dottridge, and Mr. Deputy Baddeley. At the com 
mencement of the p ings the chairman read various judgments that 
had recently been delivered, particularly the West Riding case, and cited 
various legal opinions that had been — i 
defendants, he said that the bench had made up its mind to adjourn the 
passive resistance cases for six months. Mr. Jones S. Crowther (president 
of the local Passive Resistance ) thanked the magistrates for thei 


time. Mr. Blakiston was twice 








Pe 





F 


their 

courtesy and consideration, saying though they attended there as law- 
breakers it was from conscientious 

On Tuesday, says the Times, at Bi was made to 


giving a final decision respecting the West Riding case. 
stipendiary (Mr. Grimley) said that as he read the decision of the Court of 
Appeal it merely laid down that an education authority could not be com- 

led to contribute towards religious instruction. If the case went to the 
House of Lords, the issue now before him would not be raised. The usaal 
order would, therefore, be made in each case. Mr. P. Baker, 
fotividual should be made tocay. ‘the ating ekipentiony exid tan pote 
individual shou je to pay. acting sti iary sai int 
was outside the province of his tribunal. The magistrates’ clerk said the 
decision of the Court of Appeal could not affect a rate which had been 
levied. It might be raised in connection with a future rate if the education 
authority so decided. 

George H. Daines, of Dundee-road, South Norwood, says the Deily 
Telegraph, answered two summonses on Friday, the 19th inst., at Lambeth, 
by the Law Society, complaining that he, on two dates in , wnlaw- 
fully, wilfully, falsely pretended to a 
ap) to sup 
8Y y defended. The case for the 

dressed by the defendant, who was 
last, to a man named Bo’ 


i 


im 
, man to think they were anything more than the 
letters of any ordinary debt collector, Mr. vy: There are numerous 
Godt collectors who teke promedings. Hin ence: Guggsting: 0 
shopkeeper authorises some debt agent to go about to 


or 

collect his debts, cannot he go and take out county = 
Mr. Humphreys replied that a debt and 

rw 4 im the legal : 
Lavaa tet Mstere, QevanaeOet Mr, Bt He coukin't prove 
agent Sars, ™ Ma >: He 
feden tae. ete he ——_ aa 
vrdge. Mr, ney: lmost every 
collection of debts.” A Dated of accounts 
society and clroular letters are sent out; ‘ We are inatracted that 
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amount is not paid proceedings will be taken.”” Mr. Francis : Surely there 
must be hundreds of proceedings taken in the county court that are 
not taken by ectiettors.” Mr. Humphreys: Yes, by the parties themselves 
—thousands. Mr. Francis: Are they not also taken by thousands of 
agents? Mr. Humphreys: No proceeding in the legal sense is 
ever taken except by the litigant in person or by his solicitor. 
Mr. A. 8. Bowdery, to whom the letters were addressed, said he thought 
when he received the first letter, from the way it was worded, that it was 
from a solicitor. He addressed his reply to ‘‘ George H. Daines, Esq.”’ 
Mr. Francis: You don’t suggest that because he addressed his letter 
“George H. Daines, Esq.’’ that implied that he thought he was a 
solicitor? Possibly he thought that by addressing the debt collector as 
“George H. Daines, Esq.,”” he would put him in a better frame of mind 
than if the called him ‘ George H. Daines,’’ or “‘ Mr. George H. Daines.”’ 
Mr. Sydney put in another letter from the defendant in which he asked 
for 4d. for stamps. ‘‘ Are you serious,’’ said Mr. Sydney to the witness, 

‘in saying that you thought a man who asked for 4d. was a solicitor ?” 
Mr. Bowdery: Yes. Mr. Francis: Perhaps he had never heard of 6s. 8d. 
Mr. Francis dismissed the summonses, remarking that there was nothing 
in the letters, so far as he could see, to justify the recipient in jumping to 
the conclusion that they were from a solicitor. 








To Execurors.—VALvATIONs FoR Prosate.—Messrs. Watherston & Son, 
Jewellers, Goldsmiths, and Silversmiths to H.M. The King, 6, Vigo-street 
(leading from Regent- street to Burlington-gardens and Bond- -street), 
London, W., Value, Purchase, or Arrange Collections of Plate or Jewels for 
Family Distribution, late of Pall Mail East, adjoining the National 
Gallery.—[Apvr. ] 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette —Fripay, Aug. 17. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


Limrrep in CHANCERY. 


Ato Coxpor Gop Mixes, Lumrrrp—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 14. to send 
their names and ad , and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Newman 
Mayo le, Worcester House, Walbrook. Robinson, Budge row, solor 

Baitise Eupraz Soar Co, Limrzp—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 11, directed 

be be Oct 3). Ford & Ford, Outer Temple, Strund, for Higham, Manchester, 

ssolor, Notice of appearing must reach Ford & Ford not later than 6 o’clock in 
afternoon of Oct 29 

Cattow Pask Daray Co, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 14, directed to 
be heard lore Sutton, J,on Aug 29. Coote & Ball, Cursitor st, Chancery In, solors 
for petner, Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in 
the afternoon of Aug 28 

Cuaistian & Puirrs, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 8, to send their 
names and addresses, and full particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick Beddow, 
41, Finsbury pymt Durham & Co, Arundel st, Strand, solors for liquidator 

Hanpour 8ynpicate, Limrrzep— Creditors are required, on or before Sept 29, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of "their debts or claims, to Francis Archibald 

House, Blomfield st Minet & Co, St Helen’s pl, solors to liquidator 

ORK, Lirrap—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 15, to send in 

names addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to James Ashdown 

Sharp, 161, Audrey house, Ely p 1 

Natat Raosppa CouuieniEs, aten (1s Liqguipation)—Creditors are required, on or 
Py teens to send in thi addresses, and particulars of their claims, to 


eir names and 
65, Gracechurch st 
B A Peansoyn, 
addresses, and particulars of their debts ‘and claims, to 


Baird, 
Lucios or New 
their 


‘mtrEp - Creditors are required, on or before A i 31, to send their names 


wion Bradshaw, 4, Egypt 


st, W: 
we ya & big a Creditors are required, on or before Oct 10, to send their 
— an to tue of their debts or claims, to Thomas Edwin year, 
Oneapaide Bidd Biddle & Aldermanbury 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Aug. 21, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luarep mx CHANCERY. 


Bonpow Trapinc Co, Luurep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 28, to send in 
Dames addresses, and the particulars of their claims, to Ernest George 
McConnochie, Park rd, Faruoham. Kempson, Farnham, solor to liquidator 
Bartisy MAncaxese Co, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 27, to send 
their oames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to mas 
Bernard , 125, Edmund st, Birmingham. Forsyth & Co, Birmingham, solors 
for liquidator 


Cuirrixo Nortox Gas axp Coxe Co, Limirep (1s Liqurpatioy) —Creditors are required, 
on or before Oct 1, to send their names and addresses. and the particulars of their debts 
or ¢ to Joseph Reader, Maritzburg, Chipping Norton 

Cottss & Sox, Limirep— Petn for wi up, presented July 28, directed to be heard 
before the Vacation Judge on Aug 29. Rooke & Sons, Lincoin’s inn fields, for Brain & 

, Solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named 
not later than 6 o'cluck in the afternoon of Aug 28 

Coxromaia, Lin. tep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 1, to send thrir names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Joseph Coulson Edward 

Giltham, 3 and 4, Gt Winches‘er st. Blackman, Gresham House, od Broad st, solor to 


the 
Hews s Mc | greening: Luurep - Petn for winding up, presented Aug 16, directed to be 
the Assize sGourta, =~ Oct 11, at — Re & > ~ 
otice of appearing must reach the above-named not later 
6 Svdece in <p ml afternoon of Oct 10 
InreewationaL Exvzoraic Traction ayp Power Syxpicate, Limirzep—Creditors are 
req! on or before Sept 13, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
or claims, to to John Morris, 33, Brazennose st, Manchester Hall & S.n, 
Manchester, pe Rowe to the liquidator 
* Byp Scorr Paste Co, Lumrep.(in Voipytary Liguipation)— Creditors are required, 
y= <ignnge Aug 31, to send their nanies*and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Alexander Brooke Bryden, 1084, Cannon st Lindus & Hortin, 
Trump st, at, solors to liquidator 
TyLoustowx STEAMSHIP Co, Lamtrep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 27, 
to send their names and ‘addresses, with particu'ars of their debts or claims, to rank 
Herbert Kirkhouse, 43, Exchange, Cardiff 
Vie Buckxizsy & Co, jenrren —freanee ate required, on or before Sept 21, to send 
names and addresses, and the particulate ‘ot their debts or claims, to Charles Eawin 


Sour. td 81, Queen st, Cardiff 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


London Gasette.— Frivay, Aug 17. 
Last Day or Cram. 
Smtons, Erxay, Pentonville rd, King’s Cross, Tobacconist Sept 15 Golding v 
Swinfen Eady, J Mogegridge, ohn st, row 
Wirxss, James phan af udno, Sept 29 Bone v Wilkes, Joy 
» 27, 
London Gazette,—Tourspay, Aug. 2 
MirceELt, Frepgric, Solway rd, East Dulwich Oct 1 eon v Stewart, E 
and It Gibson, 57, Lincoln’s inn fields 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette:-—Fripay, Aug. 17. 


Apxixs, James Epwarp, Notti om Aug 38i Marriott, Nottingham } 
Barpes, Joun Beri, Arodene Indermaur : & Le Chancery ig 
Barnett, ‘lou, Knaresbor ugh, inokeeper Oct 1 — Harrogate 

Bo.pron, Tuomas, Monkwearmouth, Sunderland Aug Dowling, Dismor Ai Auckjaay 
BorrowmMay, Jouy, Hambledon. Surrey Sept17 Irvine & Co, Cratched Friars 

Baraprorp, Axx, Wimbledon Oct 16 Cain & Tomkins, Stap' le inn za 
Cranks, WILLIAM PLummer, a: Norwich Sept 20 Feanelé & Back, No 
Coens pee Joun GranaM, grave sq Sept24 Lawrence & Co, New sq, 


Beirnstein, Regent st 
Sept 25 Ponsonby &€ 


Evans, Lavea ExizaseTa, Mumbles, G! ane Sept5 Puntan, Swansea 
Famaniss, Ame.i4, Sandwich, Kent Oct1 Fielding & cee, be > peta 
Fipier, Mary Ayy, Lane Head, nr Kendal Oct1 Milne, K 
Francis, Maroanrer, Tredegar, Mon, Confectioner Sept 28 Bauncey & Son, 
GARRINGTON, Ricuarp, Dar ton Oct 15 Slater & Co, Darlas' 
Goopmay, CHARLES, Kilburn Sept 19 Windybank & Co, Oxford "ct, Cannon st 
Gorpoy, Georgiana CatTuerine Dorr, Hertford st, ‘Mayfair Bept 29 Few & 
Surrey st, Strand 
HamBroox, Joun BarBer, Dover Sept 21 Mowll & Mowll, Dover 
HameE.iy, GeLeste Agrsure, Rue de l’Alma Courbevoie, France “ept 29 Steph 
Co, Lombard st 4 
HAnnisox, EpwakpD em, Rue Lambrecht, Courbevoie, France, Photographer § 
Stephenson & Co, Lom st 
a. ye Latchford, hig an Rept 27 Browne & Co, Warringtoa 
Iuirrr, Acres Mary, Moseley, Bi imgham Sept 29 Downey & Spapell, Conduit al 
Jongs, Haroun, Eccles, Lancs Bept 29 Lawson & Co, Manch 
Jounson, Rev ALEXANDER, Falston, Lincoln Oct 20 ‘Allisons yy ‘Alli ons, Louth 
Joygs, Exiza Jang, Liandenny, Monmouth Sept 28 Horley, Cardiff 
Kay, Marcaret Saran, Whittington Vicarage, nr Lichfield Sept 29 Russell & 


ichfield 
Hanwell Oct1 Westie & Sons, Serjeants’ inn 


Leacert, JANET, } 
LivELLyy, Amy Mancaner, ee Oct1 Collyer-Bristow & Co, Bedford row * 
— & Co, Leeds 


PARKER, James Heaton, 
17 4 5 or 


Payne, J AMES, 
PHILLIPS, SavL, Greencroft { 
ork, Vaio ferer 1 2 pret 6 & — Goole 


Paiuurpson, Dixon, Goole, 
Starkey, ABRAHAM, Bradford Aug3l1 J& FH 
Suita, ae Wheatley, nr Halifax, Lathe be wate eary os , ae & Sh 


Sreanacuan, Mary, Stockton Brook, Stafford t25 Paddock & Sons, ray 
TATTERSALL, Harry Georae, Newton Longville, Bucks Oct 24 Church & Co 
row 
Tempy, Henry, Pi , Camborne, Cornwall Sept 21 Daniell & Thomas, © 
TrEGoos, ELIZABETH ‘OOTE, Earl’s Court gdns Oct 16 Gush & Co, Finsbury cireos © 
Treaaon, Eveanor Janez, Earl's Court Oct 16 Gush & Co, Finsbury circus | 
Veat, Epxa, Alveley, Salo tt 20 rey & Co, Be 
Wuanzox, Tuowas favs, ithington, Manchester, Cab Proprietor Sept 18 Lam 
mith, ester 
Wires, Eriten Louisa, Hove, Sussex Sept12 Beard & Sons, Basinghal! st 
London ame, —Turspay, r Aug. 2 21. 
ApganAm, Bripert, Gateshead aaa Lambert, Gate- , 
Barcet, Faeperick ‘ARTHUR, Upper Norwood, Surrey Sept 26 Drake & Co, Rood Ia” 
Brooxs, Exzanor, Hyde Park mans, Fruiterer Sept 30 Adkin, Suffolk House, uw 


Pountney 
Bravos, James, $2 H&C Collins, Read ing : 
Dei, Epwaep ALExanper, Brighton, Carrier Bept 29 Dell & Loader, Brighton 
ove, Sussex 29 Sayers, Hove 


De Oteurn, Zeuua TRELAWNY, 

Epwakrps, Epwarp Exu1s, Sefton Park, Liv Oct 1 Payne & Co, Liverpool 

Goprrey, Emma, ester pt 18 ester 

Gray, Evizasern, Salisbury, Wilts Coys SS ‘Nodder & Trethowan, Salisbury 

Hawerss, Epuunp, Dorrington, Salop 4 se oren Shrewsbury 

Heaman, Jang, Reading sept 17 Brain Reading 

Hopers, Rosest Narnanig., Wallington. & 1, Civil Engineer 
Priestley, at bldgs 

Howangp, Etzanor, Dore, og A Oct 1 Porrett & Fawoett, Sheffield 

Jacozs, Eu, O , Sheet M. Worker Sept 17 Watson & 80a, Oldham 

Kixaston, Even, Cleveland, York Sept 29 Jackson & Jackson , Middlesbrough 


Lywx, Frepericx Grsson, Brixton Sept 29 Kennedy & Co, Clement's inn, Strand 
Mackiz, Rosert, St Paul’s churchyard, Warehouseman Oct 16 Vallance & Vall 


st, 
Mavp, Roert Faanxuanp, Bradford, Warehouseman S-pt 21 
Bradford 


May, Hanrererr, Leytonstone Sept 20 Storr, Stratford 4 
Monvay, THomas, Bracknell, Berks Sept 8 Cooke & Co, Wokingham 4 , 
Moors, Resecca, Bournemouth Oct 3 Bone, Bournemou th 
Negrpaam, Georcs Sweerinea, Streatham, Outfitter Oct8 ‘Taylor & Dorté, Billiter ot 
Newitt, Grorce Freprniox, Winton, Bournemouth, Grocer Uct3 Bone, Bourn 
Parernoster, WILLIAM, Studley rd, Clapham 7 Stanley & Co, Ludgate hill 
Pickies, Cano.ing, New Bank, Halifax, York Oct1 Jubb & Uo, Halifax 
Poason, Freperick WILLIAM, Newton rd, cman Bept 10 Haslip, Martin's In 
Pya, ites Grahamstown, Al y, Cape vf Good Hope Oct1 Wan 

0, te st ~ 
Raysrorp, Anwiz Casa, St Leonards on Sea Sept 20 Williams & Sons, Birmingham 
&cHOLEs, Rosert, Heaton Mersey, L Lancaster Sept19 Scholes, Manche-t r Zz 
Biack, James Fr K, Ma Sept 29 Batty & Co, Manchester 
BxUSHALL, gaa Wituiam, Gedney, Lincoln, Farmer Sept 18 Houchen & Co, Thetfonl 


Sowensy, Divan, Thornford, Dorset 11 _ Ffooks & Douglas, Sherbo. ne a: 
Spencer, Grorce, Ram; ’ Notts Oct1l Mee & Co, Rettord : Py 
Sruckuam, Horatio ILLIAM, Thoraton Heath, Smrey Oct 2 Morris, & 

st q 


Wi 
Taxsor, James, Hammersmith fept is Pettitt, Old J 
Waeat.ey, Mancarer Exizazeta, Reading Sept 5 ee Tk & C Collins, Reading 
Wairrxeap, Joux Samuxt, Winton Patricroft, Lancs Sept 21 Parkinson & 


DeJ pn 10z, Hanwau, Elgin av, Maida Vale Sept 17 
Eviusox. Josuva, Walton, nr Warwick, Schoolmaster 


Sépt 19 Judgele 


Mossman & 


—_ 








pherd, 








